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May 12,2003 

The Honorable Michael J. Copps 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 1 2 ~  street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

\i>'.X u 

Commissioner [: 

Dear Mr. Copps: 

We urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens 
from media monopolies. These proposed changes would pave the way for large media 
conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and television news and information in 
communities across our nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the 
FCC to relax these ownership rules have been known to distort, keep or suppress 
opposing viewpoints from being aired to the public. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, we urge you to continue the 
broadcast ownership protections that, in the past, have helped to ensure a healthy political 
debate in our country. 

4130 Grandview Ter. SW 
Grandville, MI 494 18 



.. .. Robert King 
.-, n 221 0 Wild Dunes Circle 

i\. .._ :, Katy, Texas 77450 

,_1 - 3  ,... , .  

May 13,2003 

The Honorable Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12" Street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Subject: Broadcast Ownership Rules 

Dear Mr. Adelstein, 

I urge you Xt to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American Citizens kom 
media monopolies. These Proposed changes would pave the way for giant media 
conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and television news and information in 
communities across our nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the 
FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting to 
keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our fkeedom, I urge you to continue the 
broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy 
political debate in ow country. 



Robert King 
2210 Wild Dunes Circle 

Katy, Texas 77450 
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The Honorable Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12'~ Street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Subject: Broadcast Ownership Rules 

Dear Mr. Copps, 

I urge you 
media monopolies. These Proposed changes would pave the way for giant media 
conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and television news and information in 
communities across our nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the 
FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting to 
keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our fieedom, I urge you to continue the 
broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy 
political debate in our country. 

to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American Citizens ffom 

Sincerelv, 

Robert King 



.-t 

. "  . .  

c;. ' , 

May 13,2003 

The Honorable Jonathan S Adelstein, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington DC 20554 
445 12Lh St. sw 

Dear Mr. Adelstein: 

I ask that you not let up on the broadcast ownership rules that protect Americans kom media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near total control of 
radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. Many of the corporations that 
are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting 
to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to bear more than one point of view on important issues. Therefore, for the 
citizens of the U.S.A., in the name of democracy and freedom, I ask you to continue the broadcast 
ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Wade McClure 
1026 San Miguel Road 
Concord CA 9451 8-2037 



The Honorable Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12 th Street, NW 
Washington DC, 20554 

56 - 140 Riviera 
LaQuinta, CA 92253 

Re: Broadcast Ownership Rules 

Dear Sir; 

It has come to my attention that there is a potential of a change in the rules which now 
prevent monopoly control of large and varied segments of the industry. 

I would oppose any such rule change if only for the following reason. 

My local newspaper, The Desert Sun, is owned by a multi-media conglomerate I have 
written Letters to the Editor which were not published, but were " original, fiee fiom 
libel, and in good taste and in 200 words or less " as listed in their requirements. I have 
enclosed just one of a number of letters that they have published that certainly is " in bad 
taste " ! I was told by the Opinion Page Editor that they feel that they are excercising 
their right to " fieedom of the press ". 

To me this means there is fieedom of the press ( and also conglomerate news of radio, 
TV and printed material) to print whatever their views might be and NOT ALLOW A 
RESPONSE FROM AN OPPOSING VIEW. This is not fieedom ofthe press IT IS A 
FORM OF CENSORSHIP !!! 

I would ask you to strongly oppose any change in the rules which would promote and 
allow the news media to present only one side of an issue. Availability to even be able 
to have access to the same media seems to be the issue at stake. That availability MUST 
not only be allowed, but encouraged. 

Sincerely, William R. Holmes n 





Chuck Yost 
P.O. Box 165 
Gorham. KS 67640 

FCC 
445 12th. St SW 
Washington DC 20554 

5-1 0-03 

Dear Sir 

I am writing to urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect 
us from media monopolies. 

These changes would cause media conglomerates to gain total control of our 
media. 

I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that help ensure a 
healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely 

Chuck Yost 



Attorneys at Law 

Terry A. Nelson -- Iawyer@surfcity.com 
Julia J. Lawless -- lawless@surfcity.com 

RmNm & lNsPECTE6 j Nelson & Lawless 
I 

i 2134 Main S t ,  Su te  130 
Huntington Beach, CA 92648 

Phone (714) 960-7584 
FAX (714) 960-9115 

MAY 2 0 2003 

K C  - MAILROOM 

Michael I<. Powell, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington DC 20554 
445 12th St, sw 

Dear Commissioner Powell: 

May 12,2003 

It is your duty and obligation to reject any attempts to further relax the broadcast 
ownership rules that prevent media monopolies. The current rules should be strengthened, not 
weakened. To allow yet more monopoly ownership of media outlets would further erode the 
freedom of speech and diversity of political dcbat.e by individuals and groups not favored by the 
owners of such entities. 

Sincerely, 

Terry A. Nelson 

mailto:Iawyer@surfcity.com
mailto:lawless@surfcity.com


W p i s f o n s  
625 S. Douglas St., El Segundo, CA 90245 Phone: (310) 536-0100 Fax: (310) 536-0333 

www.rosspistons.com 

May 14,2003 

The Honorable Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission I .+, , , . ,,;!:,>;I (x$fi"*i 
445 12" Street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

\$Ab;  I:, .,;I LOC?~ 
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Dear Mr. Martin: 

I urge you x t  to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American 
citizens from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates 
to gain near-total control of radio and television news and information in 
communities across the nation. And many of the corporations that are now 
lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known track 
record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more that one point of view on 
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of democracy and our freedom, I 
urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, 
have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

Moe Mills 

http://www.rosspistons.com


==@upirsfOns 
625 S. Douglas St., El Segundo, CA 90245 Phone: (310) 536-0100 Fax: (310) 536-0333 

www.rosspistons.com 

May 14,2003 

The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12" Street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Powell: I 

M4Y 2 2 LOU3 
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I urge you not - to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American 
citizens from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates 
to gain near-total control of radio and television news and information in 
communities across the nation. And many of the corporations that are now 
lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known track 
record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more that one point of view on 
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of democracy and our freedom, I 
urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, 
have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

Moe Mills 

http://www.rosspistons.com


5-14-2003 

Dear Mr. Powell. 
I FCC-MAILROOM 1 

I strongly urge you to relax the bro$'dcast ownership rules that protect 
American citizens from media monopolies. 

I spent over 22 years on active duty in the armed forces of this country supporting 
and defending the right of free speech and the right of the people to govern themselves. If 
these ownership rules are relaxed it will open the door to loss of these freedoms due to 
censorship and enforcement of personal agendas by the owners of this monopoly. 

The American people must have access to all areas of the story to make informed, 
logical decisions and the monopolization of the media is a step in the wrong direction 
Allowing a few multi millionaires to control the vast majority of information the public 
has access to is the first step towards loss of the basic freedoms this country was founded 
on. 

Again, please do not allow the rules to be relaxed, please do not give media 
control to just a handful of people, please support the premise of free speech and access 
to the media by all Americans. 

Sincerely, 
n 

David M. Will&son 
CW03, USN, Retired 



JAMES W. SPURGEON {Q 
JACKSON FOllNTY INSURANCE ACENCY, 1 

Telephone: 812 ~ 358-2281 
Far: 812 - 358-2301 

P. 0. BOX 153 
1102 W. SPRING STREET 

BROWNSTOWN. INDIANA 47220 

May 9,2003 

The Honorable Michael K. Powell, Chm. 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 

! <'.- 

i; , , " .. 

445 12t'1 St., s W 
yi ' l  

Re: Proposed Changes to Multiple Ownershi b:, ;;>p2r 

Dear Mr. C h i  Powell, 

It is my understanding that there is a push to relax the FCC ownership rules. In that the 
number of radio & television stations owned by an individual or group could increase. 

When the FCC was formed, those who brought the FCC about, did not wish to let 
someone have a monopoly, and squelch freedom of speech, by simply not letting 
someone else in the area not be heard. 

We need the ability to hear multiple points of view, so that an informed decision can be 
made. 

Thank you for your time 

A 

INSURANCE AGENCY, Inc. 



David B. Mitchell 
1516 Walnut Street 

Berkeley, CA 94709 
May 13,2003 

FCC Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street SW 

<;~ t- . 

Washington, DC 20554 rr ~ ' ,  

Dear Commissioner Adelstein: I- 

j ', 
i, , ~ 
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I am deeply concerned about proposed FCC rules changes scheduled to be voted on by 
June 2. Because of that. there are some comments I wish to make. 

First, I urge you to immediately make the full text of the proposed changes publicly 
available. The people of this country have a right to h o w  what the changes are. It is 
unacceptable for an agency of a democratic government to require its commissioners to 
conceal public interest information. 

Second, I urge you to hold more open forums regarding the proposed rules changes, like 
those conducted by Commissioner Michael Copps. With little support from the FCC, 
Commissioner Copps has done a commendable job of reaching out to people and 
soliciting their opinions, the majority of which are vehemently opposed to further media 
consolidation. 

Third, pursuant to the second point, please roll back the voting date for the proposed 
changes to some later date, so there can be more time for debate and public input. 

Fourth, require more fiequent and more stringent FCC license renewal procedures for 
broadcasters. Requiring broadcasters to renew their licenses only once every eight years 
(by postcard) is insufficient. The airwaves are a public resource; broadcasters should 
receive license renewals (or not) based on whether they use this resource to serve the 
public interest. Frequent license renewals (such as once every three years, which used to 
be the standard) incorporating critical evaluations of broadcaster behavior and 
performance would help to ensure this. 

Fifth, change FCC rules to prevent further mass media consolidation and reduce current 
consolidation. Right now, companies like Clear Channel own numerous broadcasting 
stations across the country and dictate their programming from offices hundreds of miles 
from the communities these stations serve. Broadcast programming and print media are 
becoming less diverse and informative. Further media monopolization will worsen this 
problem and limit the mass media to a handful of outlets, all speaking in the same voices 
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May 13,2003 
Chairman h4ichael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street SW f’ 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Commissioner Powell. 

d 

I\‘ ’ y I j  i 

01 ..-< 
“The foundation of a democracy is an informed electorate”. 

That foundation is being eroded by you and two members of your Commission who 
seem hell-bent on condoning and furthering the media industry merger of a handful of 
greed-driven, mega-giants, intent on stifling intellect, ideas and news 

One hour spent surveying the content of late night television in America, 
demonstrates the truly dysfunctional society that has been allowed to develop by a 
compliant and purely business oriented FCC. Public interest he damned! Turn to any 
foreign language channel and (without knowledge of a second language) it quickly 
becomes clear that real news is being aired - not the pabulum of murders, fires and 
robberies that has methodically been used to numb the minds of typical American 
viewers Certainly this same phenomenon infects the press and radio across this land 

The planned June 2nd vote by the FCC to authorize sweeping changes to the U S 
news media must NOT be allowed to take place This rules change could eventually 
allow our newspapers, radio stations, TV stations and cable provider to all be owned by 
one of these right-leaning giants and the resulting concentration of ownership will sound 
the death knell to our democracy Chairman Powell yon are clearly not working in 
the peoples’ interest. 

Your job, Mr. Powell, is to guard against monopoly power. This unholy alliance 
of federal watchdog agencies, working hand in glove with the corrupting power of the 
media empires of AOL Time Warner, Viacom, News Corp (Fox), Disney and Hearst, 
lead us straight to a fascist society! - - - 

Sincerely, 

Max & Margot Bollock 
2015 Belle Monti Ave. 
Belmont, CA 94002 
(650) 593-7753 
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May 14,2003 

The Honorable Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission . . 
445 12 '~  Street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 ..:i 
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Dear Ms. Abemathy: 

I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American 
citizens from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates 
to gain near-total control of radio and television news and information in 
communities across the nation. And many of the corporations that are now 
lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known track 
record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more that one point of view on 
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of democracy and our freedom, I 
urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, 
have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

Moe Mills 

http://www.rosspistons.com


Nelson &Lawless 
2134 Main St., Suite 130 Attorneys ut Law 

Terry A. Nelson -. lawyer@surfcity.com 
Julia J .  Lawless -- lawless@surfcity.com 

Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington DC 20554 
445 12'" st, sw 

Huntington Beach, CA 92648 
Phone: (714) 960-7584 

FAX (714) 960-9115 

1 FCC-MAILROOM I 

Dear Commissioner Copps: 

It  is your duty and obligation to reject any attempts to further relax the broadcast 
ownership rules that prevent media monopolies. The current rules should be strengthened, not 
weakened. 'To allow yet more monopoly ownership of media outlets would further erode the 
freedom of speech and diversity of political debate by individuals and groups not favored by the 
owners of such entities. 

Sincerely, 

Terry A. Nelson 

mailto:lawyer@surfcity.com
mailto:lawless@surfcity.com


Peter Harmon 
7 Captain Parker 
Lee, NH 03824 
p c c c m d . ,  MAY 2 0 2003 

The Honorable Jonathon S. Adelstein 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12 Street SW <;or; . -. . 

Washington, DC 20554 M!\Y .r I .~ . ,  ' 

Dear Mr. Adelstein: 

I am writing to ask you NOT to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American Citizens from 
media monopolies. 

The proposed changes would make it easier for media conglomerates to gain control of radio and 
television news and information in communities nationwide. Many of the corporations lobbying to relax 
these ownership riles already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off 
the air. 

Americans deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. Therefore, for the sake of 
our republic and our freedom, and in supporting the first amendment's effectiveness, I urge you to 
continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have ensured healthy political debate in 
our great land. 

Thank you, 

Peter Harmon 



8455 W. Sahara Ave 82.32 
Las Vegas, NV 8911.7-2843 
May 13, 2003 1 FCC - MAILROOM 

'ned ('1 . 
Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission k!*\y 2 2 i p i 3 j  
445 12th Street SW 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Raising the ownership cap on media outlets, and continuing 
the practise of using a formula that discounts the actual 
audience of UHF stations is unaccpetable. 

This is a threat to democracy from within. We are all too 
terribly aware of the debasing of our democracy over the 
past two years in the name of "terrorism", and "patriotism:. 
This is a sham to consolidate power, further among the very 
wealthy. We patently reject government," Of The Rich, By The 
Rich, For The Rich". 
To implement such changes is UNAMERICAN. 

Thank You, 

Judith A .  Zygelman 

CC: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Jonathan 5. Adelstein 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 

Busk White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave 
Washington, Dc 20510 

Senator John Ensign 
364 Russell Senate Office Bldg 
Washington, DC 20510-2805 

Congressman Jon Porter 
218 Cannon House Office Bldg 
Washington, Dc 20525 

Senator Harry Reid 
528 Hart Senate Office Bldg 
Washington,, DC 20510-2803 



Keith 1. Hudson, D,D.S. 
- Genera l  D e n t i s t r y  

L 

Dear Ms Abernaty: 

I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American 

These proposed changes would pave the way for gaint media conglooerates to 
citizens from media monopolies. 

gain near- total control of radio and television news and information in communities across our 
nation. And many of the corprations that are now lobbing the FCC to relax these ownership rules 
already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important 
issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the 
broadcast ownership protections that, for decades have to ensure a healthy political debate in our 
country. 

Sincerely, 

\ ! '\ j/ -_ . 
Dr. Keith C. Hudson 
Colleyville, Texas 76034 - 1227 

( 8 1 7 )  2 8 1  3 4 4 4  * P.0 Box 1227 * 5 2 3 2  Cclleyiilic Blvd * C o l l c ~ d l c ,  TX 7G034 (Ncar Fort Fori) 



163 5 1 Hollywood Lane 
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2634 
May 14, 2003 

The Honorable Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Commissioner 

445 12th Street, SW 
Federal Communications Commission i ,::d 

Washington, DC 20554 -. iuil,? 
.. .."!- I 

t ' .  

I.. ,~ -':'J"r .' I" 

Dear Mr .  Adelstein: 

I urge you not to increase the percentage of TV stations that one company can 
own nor relax the restrictions on one company owning both TV stations and newspa- 
pers in a single city. 

pany or  special interest group controls too much of the media, it can push its own po- 
litical agenda, gain public support for its candidates and control what the public 
thinks. In addition, it can control the advertising within its area. 

state and, if large enough, t o  control the nation. Giving such power to  one company 
or group is not in our best interests nor the best interests of our country. 

Again, I urge you not t o  increase the power of media companies or special inter- 
est groups. 

Thank you for your consideration 

A successful democratic government requires an informed public. If one com- 

This gives one company or special interest group the power to  control a city, 

Sincerely yours, 



16351 Hollywood Lane 
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2634 
May 14, 2003 

The Honorable Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner 

445 12th Street, SW 
Federal Communications Commission c. '- .. -4  

pb! ..' Washington, DC 20554 .;:;g:j 

Dear Ms. Abernathy: 

I urge you not t o  increase the percentage of TV stations that one company can 
own nor relax the restrictions on one company owning both TV stations and newspa- 
pers in a single city. 

A successful democratic government requires an informed public. If one com- 
pany or special interest group controls too much of the media, it can push its own po- 
litical agenda, gain public support for its candidates and control what the public 
thinks. In addition, it can control the advertising within its area. 

This gives one company or special interest group the power t o  control a city, 
state and, if large enough, to control the nation. Giving such power to  one company 
or group is not in our best interests nor the best interests of our country. 

Again, I urge you not t o  increase the power of media companies or special inter- 

Thank you for your consideration 

est groups. 

Sincerely yours, 
J -  



May 13,2003 

The Honorable Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Commissioner ., ,, i I :  I d  1 q i-ftj 

pr -.:;* ,-.-, ~., 

FCC 
445 12th St.. SW 

Re: Proposal to Revise Broadcast Ownership Rules 

Dear Sir: 

Please do NOT relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from 
media monopolies. 

The proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near- 
total control of radio and television news and information in communities across our 
nation. Many of the corporations that are now lobbying you, the FCC, to relax these 
rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the 
air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Please consider our democracy and our freedom and continue the broadcast ownership 
protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our 
country. 

Respecthlly, 
r 

Joe Dahlheim 
2574 Begonia Way 
Alpine, CA 91901-1320 

Diane Dahlheim 



May 13, 2003 

. .I 
The Honorable Kevin J .  Martin 
Commissioner 
FCC 
445 12th St., sw 
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pp<( 2 !,, !:.i::, 

&$.>@ Washington, DC 20554 oi ~ I 

Re: Proposal to Revise Broadcast Ownership Rules 

Dear Sir: 

Please do NOT relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from 
media monopolies. 

The proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near- 
total control of radio and television news and information in communities across our 
nation. Many of the corporations that are now lobbying you, the FCC, to relax these 
rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the 
air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Please consider our democracy and our freedom and continue the broadcast ownership 
protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our 
country 

Respecthlly, 

Joe Dahlheim Diane Dahlheim 
2574 Begonia Way 
Alpine, CA 91901-1320 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

445 12‘~  Street, sw 

I;:: 

7809 Shievc Road 
F d k  Church. Vii-ginia 22043 
May 12,2003 

I read with great unease your response to Congressional inquiries concerning the 
upcoming biennial review of media ownership regulations. I find your reasoning for why you 
are proceeding “without an additional, a unprecedented, notice and comment period” 
unconvincing. I am a concerned citizen who learned about the biennial review and its subject 
matter through the happenstance watching of a television interview between Bill Moyers and 
Commissioner Michael Copps. 

I am appalled that you and the Federal Communications Commission, who by your own 
admission have had plenty of time to complete this process, have not brought this serious issue to 
the attention of the American people. This situation is exacerbated since the companies involved 
are the very organizations that you regulate and have the most to benefit by the changes. This 
biennial review has the potential to be as great a threat to America’s future as the current Middle 
East situations, and yet when I ask co-workers and friends if they are aware of it, the answer is 
“no.” 

Unlike you, I think the “public interest is presently being ill-served” not by the body of 
rules but by the continuing growth of massive media conglomerates who have the interest of 
their owners, possibly their shareholders, but certainly NOT the public. The very fact that this 
review is not discussed in the various media of radio, television and newspapers is certain 
evidence of the need to continue to regulate and w o w n e r s h i p .  It is important to the continued 
strength of the United State that a few large organizations do not gain any additional strength or 
opportunities to control and limit the public’s access to information. 

Unlike you, I feel it is not too late “to suddenly adopt an alternative, even if worthy, 
procedural course” change. In fact I believe it would demonstrate your commitment to ensure 
that America’s citizens and our legislative members have opportunities to discuss and debate 
these important issues. If you launched an informatiodawareness campaign, providing the 
public with “an opportunity to see each specific proposed rule change prior to adoption,” you 
would show the American people that your process is fully opened and “above board.” However, 
as it currently is proceeding, it appears that you, in fact, have something to hide or are biased 
toward those who will benefit. 


